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A corporation, other than a joint-stock corporation, may be dissolved by 
the death of all its members or the withdrawal of all its members, or of such a 
number of its members that too few remain, under the constitution of the 
corporation, to continue the succession and file vacancies, Blackwellv. State, 
36 Ark. 178; Philips v. Wickham, 1 Paige 590 (N. Y.) But it is not dissolved 
by the fact that all the shares of its capital stock have come into the hands of 
a single stockholder, or of a less number of stockholders than were required 
by the statute in the formation of the corporation. In re Be/ion, 47 La. Ann. 
1614 ; Louisville Banking Co. v. Eisenman, 94 Ky. 83. Although under such 
circumstances, corporate action may be suspended, Swift v. Smith, 65 Md. 
428, and a surrender of a charter by a corporation may be presumed from a 
neglect, for a long time, to choose corporators, State v. Trustees of Vincen- 
nes University, 5 Ind. 77. A corporation composed of many stock-holders 
may be dissolved by an individual obtaining possession of all the stock, In re. 
Bellona Co., 3 Bland 442 (Md.) This last decision was rendered in 1831, and 
then represented a minority rule, bnt the general tendency since has been to 
reject it and now it is doubtful if there is any minority rule on this subject. 
Bridge Co. v. Traction Co., 196 Pa. 25; Morawetz on Private Corporations, 
1009, 10 Cyc. 12TJ. It makes no difference in principlewhether the sole owner 
of the stock of a corporation is a man or another corporation, Exchange Bank 
v. Construction Co. 97 Ga. 1-6. 

Criminal Law— Death Sentence for Life Convict— Brown v. State, 95 
South Western 1039, (Tax.)— Held, that although one is serving a life sen- 
tence for murder, such previous conviction does not constitute a bar to a second 
prosecution for murder, which may result in conviction and a death sentence 
may be put into effect immediately. 

Criminal Law — Larceny — Stealing Gas. — Woods v. People, 78 North- 
eastern, 607 (III.) — Held, that the occupant of a building who removes the 
meters and substitutes rubber hose connections, is guilty of grand larceny as 
feloniously taking the personal goods of another. The defendant's plan was 
to remove the meter as soon as the gas inspector had read it, and connect the 
pipes by means of rubber hose, this connection being left in place until near 
the time for the reappearance of the gas man, when it was removed and the 
meters replaced. It was also held in this case that in ascertaining whether 
the value of the gas taken was sufficient to make the offense grand larceny, 
the value of the gas consumed upon a number of consecutive days should be 
added together, and that the gas taken on each separate day did not consti- 
tute a separate offense. It was further held that in ascertaining the value, 
the jury should be guided by the selling price and not by the cost price of the 
gas. 

Dead Bodies— Mutilation— Damages— Mental Anguish.— Long et al. v. 
Chicago, R. I. & P. R. R. Co., 86 Pac. 289 (Oku)— Held, that the parents 
of a deceased child are not entitled to damages for mental pain caused by the 
mutilation of the dead body of the child. 

Cooley, in his work on torts, p. 280, says: "... the owner of the lot 
in which the body was deposited might maintain trespass quare clausutn for 
its disinterment and recover substantial damages, in awarding which the 
injury to the feelings would be taken into consideration." It logically follows 
that a court that would allow damages for mental anguish caused by mutila- 
tion after burial would also allow the same damages for mutilation before 
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burial. And in accordance to this principle it was held in Renheim v. 
Wright, 25 N. E. 822 (Ind.), decided in 1890, in a case parallel to the present 
one, that mental anguish should be considered in awarding damages. Also 
Wads-worth-v. Telegraph Co., 86 Tenn. 695, where there was no pecuniary 
loss but only mental pain. Damages for mental anguish have been granted 
by the current weight of authorities. Bessemer Land and Imp. Co. v. Jen- 
kins, in Ala. 135; Am. &* Eng. Ency. of Law, Vol. 8, p. 54 (2nd edition); 
Koerber v. Patek. 102 N. W. 40 (Wis.); Thurfieldv. Mountain View Ceme- 
tery, 12 Vt. 76. That a corpse is personal property is held in Bogart v. City 
of Indianapolis, 13 Ind. 135. Also a very strong case in favor of damages for 
mental pain is Larson v. Chase, 50 N. W. 238. 

Eminent Domain — Right of Way Through Cemetery. R. R Co. v. 
Forest Hill Cemetery Co., 94 Southwestern 69 (Tenn.) — Held, that " the 
wheels of commerce must stop at the grave." It was sought to have a right 
of way for the railroad condemned through a portion of the cemetery which 
had not as yet been used for burial purposes, for the reason that other avail- 
able rights of way would be more difficult and more expensive to prepare. 

Husband and Wife — Power to Contract. — Matthewson v. Matthew- 
son, 79 Conn. 23. An action by a wife against her husband to recover the 
amount of a promissory note given to her. — Held, the right to make a con- 
tract carries with it a right to sue for its violation. 

A contract between husband and wife is valid and an action for breach 
will lie, George v. High, 85 N. C. 99. Husband may lawfully borrow money 
from his wife and thereby become her debtor, Rowland v. Plummer, 50 Ala. 
182. Where a husband borrowed money from his wife and gave his note, de- 
claring it belonged to her separate estate, his estate is liable. Bryants 
Adm'rs v. Bryant, 66 Ky. (3 Bush.) 155. Also the husband's note is valid. 
Logan v. Hall, 19 la. 491. The husband's estate is liable for loans from the 
wife, Whitford v. Daggett, 84 111. 144; Johnston's Adm'rs v. Johnston, 1 
Grant's Cases, 468 (Penn.). It has been held that when a wife loaned money 
to her husband and he used it to pay off mortgages on property owned by 
both, that the wife could recover from his estate. Greiner v. Greiner, 35 
N. J. Eq. (8 Stew.) 134. The husband's parol promise to repay a loan to the 
wife will be enforced in equity, Schaffner v. Renter, 39 Barb. (N. Y.) 44; 
and though there be no formal agreement or promise to repay, it was held 
to be a loan. McNally v. Weld, 30 Minn. 209. No express promise to pay 
is needed, it will be implied. Steadman v. Wilbur, 7 R. I. 481. It has been 
held where money is loaned by the wife to the husband an action cannot 
be maintained in law or in equity against his person or estate. Wood- 
ward v. Spurr, 141 Mass. 283. A woman cannot contract with or sue her 
husband. Fowle v. Torrey, 135 Mass. 87. 

Master and Servant — Injuries to Servant — Assumption of Risk — 
Swarts v. R. M. Wilson Mfg. Co., 100 N. Y. Supp. 1051. — Held, that where 
an experienced servant complained on Monday of the manner in which the 
machine he tended was operated, and the master promised to remedy the 
matter on the following Saturday, and he was injured in the meantime owing 
to the condition complained of, he did not assume the risk. Nash and 
Williams, J J., dissenting. 

Cases on this point are in conflict. As a general rule if a servant con- 
tinues in the service of his employer after he has knowledge of any unsuitable 



